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REMARKS 

The above listing of the claims replaces all prior versions, and listings, of claims 
in the application. Reexamination and reconsideration in light of the proposed 
amendments and the following remarks are respectfully requested. 

The Drawings 

In ^[1 of this Office Action, it is asserted that the output pulley 37 and input pulley 
38 are apparently the same element. However, it is respectfully submitted that this is 
not the case. 

As explained in U [0023] of the specification, the output pulley 37 (see Fig. 1) is 
operatively connected with the steering wheel 21, while the input pulley 38 (see Fig. 3) 
is operatively connected (via spindle 47) with steerable road wheels though a device 
such as a rack and pinion steering mechanism - see Fig. 18 by way of example. The 
cables 39 and 40 extend between the two pulleys 37, 38 to establish an operative 
connection therebetween and render the vehicle steerable via manipulation of the 
vehicle steering wheel. In practice, depending on the size and type of the vehicle, the 
output pulley 37 will be located several feet away from the input pulley 38. 

Thus, pulleys 37 and 38 are not the same element and no correction of the 
drawings is necessary. Favorable reconsideration of this objection is respectfully 
requested. 

The Specification 

To improve the clarity of the specification, U [0023] has been revised to make it 
clearer that the input and output pulleys are separate and remotely located elements 
that are operatively interconnected by the cables 39 and 40. 

H 1 of the Office Action notes that lines 24-27 on page 8 of the specification 
appear to describe a cable and groove arrangement that is the reverse of that shown in 
Fig. 1. Applicant agrees (apparently the drafting error was inadvertent), and has 
amended [0030] accordingly. 

No new matter is introduced by any of the above amendments, which merely 
clarify features that are either explicitly or implicitly disclosed in the written specification 
and drawings as originally filed. 



002.1279571.2 



-7- 



Application/Control No. JO/060,084 



Attorney Docket No. 040679-1449 



Rejections under 35 (JSC § 1 12 



In this response, claims 7, 17 and 19 have been amended so as to render the 
claims both clear and distinct and overcome the rejections under 35 USC § 1 12, second 
paragraph, set forth in 4 of the Office Action. Substantially all of the Examiner's 
suggestions have been adopted. Accordingly, these amendments place claims 7, 9, 1 1- 
14, 17 and 19 in allowable form, and should be entered. 



It is submitted that claim 1 remains generic to all of the embodiments wherein 
the output member is circular and that claims 3-6 and 15-16 are readable on 
embodiments having a circular output member. Accordingly, it is submitted that 
withdrawn claims 3-6 and 15-16 are dependent on an allowed generic claim, and thus 
should also be allowed. 



Inasmuch as claims 1-2, 8, 10 and 18 stand allowed and the remaining claims 
have been amended to overcome the only issues pending in connection therewith, it is 
respectfully submitted that all of the claims (including those withdrawn from 
consideration) pending in this application are either allowed or allowable. Favorable 
reconsideration and allowance of the of this application are courteously solicited. 



Withdrawn Claims 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 
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